JUL 17 1944 


OF THE 
MERICAN DENTAL ASSOCIATION 


1 Mid-Morithly Issue 


Prorarry SRARY 

DONT MTILATS OR 
RAMOYE 


Army Command Bill Passes U. S. Senate 


War Service Committee Reports Recent Activities 


Recent Rulings on Dental Supplies and Equipment 


A.D.A. to Survey Dental Officers on Postwar Problems 


Bill Introduced to Defer 4,000 Dental Students 


Navy Bill Passes House Committee 23 to 2 


JULY 15, 1944 


|S 
‘ = y 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


THE JOURNAL of the 
AMERICAN DENTAL ASSOCIATION 


Mid-Monthly Issue 


L. Prerce AntHony, D.D.S., Editor 
Harotp D.D.S., Assistant Editor 


Published by the American Dental Association 
222 East Superior St., Chicago, 11, Ill. 


All expressions of opinions and all statements of supposed facts. are published on the author- 
ity of the writer over whose signature they appear, and are not to be regarded as expressing the 
views of the American Dental Association, unless such statements or opinions have been adopted 


by the Association. 


Tue Mip-MonTaiy ReEvIEw 


The bill to establish a separate dental division in the Navy has been approved by 
the House Naval Affairs Committee, after bitter opposition by ranking officials of 
the Navy Department. The vote was 23 to 2 in favor of the bill, which now goes to 
the House for passage. Action there is anticipated sometime in the late summer. 

A bill to defer 4,000 dental students under the Selective Service and Training Act 
has been introduced into the House of Representatives. . . . The bill granting dental 
officers of the Army the right to command has been passed by the Senate. ...A 
United States grand jury in Illinois has indicted the officials of a mail order denture 
firm on the charge of violating the federal mail order denture law. 

The War Service Committee has announced that a questionnaire will be distrib- 
uted to all dental officers in the armed forces in order to learn their desires and plans 
for the postwar period. Other recent activities are also discussed in a report by the 
committee. . .. The Army Dental Corps has announced that dental officers are using 
g0,000 daily appointments to bring dental care to the millions in service. . . . Recent 
rulings by WPA and OPA indicate some lessening of restrictions on dental equipment 
and supplies. Bristles for toothbrushes will remain under restriction as long as supplies 
are not available. 

Twelve dental societies have approved the program of the Council on Dental 
Therapeutics in regard to advertising and exhibits. . . . At the first Institute of Dental 
Economics at the University of Michigan, attendance was from twenty-six states. 
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PRESIDENT APPROVES LEGISLATION BROADENING 
Score or UNiTED STATES PuBiic HEALTH SERVICE 


Legislation broadening the scope of 
the United States Public Health Service 
was approved by President Roosevelt 
July 3. The new act authorizes federal 
grants for research by non-governmental 
institutions, larger appropriations to aid 
state public health work and establish- 
ment of a national tuberculosis program. 
It also provides commissions for public 
health nurses. The Dental Division, 
which was provided by law last Novem- 
ber 11 through the enactment of S.400, 
will be continued at the discretion of the 
Surgeon General since the new act re- 
places the mandatory provision of the 
earlier law. 

STATEMENT.—President Roosevelt, in a 
statement, welcomed the new legislation 


as “an important step toward the goal of 
better national health.” The act, he said, 
“gives authority to make grants in aid 
for research to public or private institu- 
tions for investigations in any field re- 
lated to public health. It authorizes 
increased appropriations for grants to 
the states for general public health work. 
It strengthens the commissioned corps of 
the Public Health Service for the enor- 
mous tasks of the war and the peace to 
come. .. . It provides for the establish- 
ment of a national tuberculosis program. 
. . . Since adequate public health facili- 
ties must be organized on a nation-wide 
scale, it is proper that the federal gov- 
ernment should exercise responsibility of 
leadership and assistance to the states.” 
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COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION 


A bill to provide a separate dental de- 
partment in the United States Navy was 
approved by the House Naval Affairs 
Committee June 23 by a vote of 23 to 2. 
This vote came after testimony by offi- 
cials of the American Dental Association 
and other dental organizations and in 
the face of bitter opposition to the bill by 
high naval authorities. 


The bill given approval was not the 
original one, introduced by Representa- 
tive L. Mendel Rivers, South Carolina, 
February 17. As a result of hearings, 
Representative Rivers introduced an 
amended bill (H.R. 4216) June 7 con- 
taining the same dental provisions and 
new sections reorganizing the entire 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery. 

In commenting on the vote of the 
House Naval Affairs Committee, Sterling 
V. Mead, chairman of the Committee on 
Legislation of the American Dental As- 
sociation, said: “In view of the large 
vote in the House Naval Affairs Com- 
mittee, it is anticipated that it will pass 
the House of Representatives as soon as 
it begins to take up its calendar again. 
It will probably come to a vote in the 
Senate Naval Affairs Committee at the 
same time.” 


NEW BiILL.—The new bill provides for 
the establishment in the Navy of a den- 
tal division and the reorganization of the 
Bureau of Medicine within six months 
to effect this change. The Medical and 
Dental Corps would each have a direc- 
tor responsible to the chief of the bureau. 
The directors would have the rank, pay 
and allowances of a rear admiral while 
so serving. 


BILL To CREATE SEPARATE DENTAL DEPARTMENT IN NAvy 
Passes House By 23 To 2 VorTe 


The Secretary of the Navy is to pro- 
vide by regulation for establishing on 
ships and on shore stations dental serv- 
ices to be administered under the senior 
dental officer, who is to be responsible 


* directly to the commanding officer of the 


ship or shore station for all professional, 
technical and administrative matters in 
connection with the dental service. 


In carrying out the provisions of the 
bill, the Secretary is to consult with the 
Chief of Naval Operations and is not to 
impose any administrative requirements 
on combatant ships or in combatant 
areas ashore which would interfere with 
the functioning of battle organizations. 


TEXT.—The text of the bill (H.R. 4216) 
“to provide more efficient dental care for 
the personnel of the United States Navy” 
follows : 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled: that the 
Secretary of the Navy shall within six months 
after the date of enactment of this Act re- 
organize the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
in accordance with the provisions hereof. 

Sec. 2. The functions of the Medical Corps 
and those of the Dental Corps shall each be 
defined and prescribed by regulations of the 
Secretary of the Navy and each such corps 
shall have a director who shall be responsible 
to the Chief of the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery. 

Sec. 3. An officer of the Medical Corps of 
the Navy shall be detailed as the Director of 
the Medical Corps and an officer of Dental 
Corps of the Navy shall be detailed as the 
Director of the Dental Corps. Such officers, 
while so serving, shall have the rank, pay and 
allowances of a rear admiral. No provision 
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of this Act shall be construed to reduce the 
rank or pay of any person. 

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Navy shall 
provide by regulations for establishing on 
ships and on shore stations dental services to 
be administered under the senior dental of- 
ficer, who shall be responsible directly to the 
commanding officer of such ship or shore sta- 
tion for all professional, technical and ad- 
ministrative matters in connection therewith. 

Sec. 5. The Secretary of the Navy shall 
provide by regulations for a suitable number 
of dental technicians of appropriate ratings 
and ranks and for their training, detail, re- 
tention, supervision and direction by appro- 
priate dental officers in carrying out the pro- 
visions of this Act. 

Sec. 6. In carrying out the provisions 
hereof, the Secretary of the Navy shall con- 
sult with the Chief of Naval Operations and 
shall not impose any administrative require- 
ments hereunder on combatant ships or in 
combatant areas ashore which would inter- 
fere with the proper functioning of battle 
organizations. 

Sec. 7. All laws and parts of laws in con- 
flict herewith are hereby repealed. 


HEARINGS.—Hearings on the original bill 
were held by the House Naval Affairs 
Committee June 1, 2, 5 and 6. Present 
at the hearings were : C. Raymond Wells, 
President of the American Dental Asso- 
ciation, Sterling V. Mead, chairman of 
the Committee on Legislation, Philip 
Traynor, former member of Congress 
and president of the Delaware State 
Dental Society and of the Delaware 
State Board of Dental Examiners; Mr. 
Paul Conway, director of public rela- 
tions of the Georgia State Dental Asso- 
ciation, William A. Garrett, president of 
the Georgia State Dental Association, J. 
Ben Robinson, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Dental Education of the Pro- 
curement and Assignment Service; 
Harvey J. Burkhart, Clyde J. Minges 
and Henry Hicks, Trustees of the Amer- 
ican Dental Association, Rear Adm. 
Alexander G. Lyle, Chief Dental Inspec- 
tor of the Naval Dental Corps, and 
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Capt. Robert S. Davis, Chief Dental 
Officer of the Naval Dental Corps. 


The Navy Department was repre- 
sented by Vice Adm. Ross T. McIntire, 
Surgeon General, Rear Adm. T. L. 
Gatch, the Judge Advocate General, and 
Rear Adm. Randall Jacobs, Chief of 
Naval Personnel. All were strongly op- 
posed to the bill. 


During the hearings, Rep. Melvin J. 
Maas, Minnesota, who favored the bill, 
suggested amending the language of the 
bill, and it was referred back to the Navy 
Department for further study. It is the 
amended bill which has now been given 
the approval of the House Naval Affairs 
Committee. 


TESTIMONY.—The Committee on Legis- 
lation prepared the following statement 
to indicate the present status of dentistry 
in the Navy in connection with the pend- 
ing bill: 

The Navy Dental Corps was created by 
Congress in 1913 with only thirty dentists in 
the Corps. Congress created a separate dental 
corps, but made it subordinate to the Medi- 
cal Corps because of the fact that it was such 
a small unit at that time. During the last 
few years, dentistry has grown tremendously, 
and there are 5,000 dentists now in the Navy 
Dental Corps as compared with but 12,000 
physicians in the Navy Medical Corps. 


At the present time, the efficiency of the 
Dental Corps is very definitely affected by 
their lack of control of their own affairs. 
Many of the duties of the Dental Corps are 
now being performed by permission of the 
medical officers rather than by regulation, and 
continuance of performance of the duties of 
the Dental Corps depends entirely on the 
whims of some particular person. Dentistry is 
now in the position in the Navy Dental Corps 
of being dominated by the medical group and 
in,a position far inferior to that of other staff 
corps. The Dental Corps is the only corps 
with permanently commissioned officers, who 
are college graduates, that does not have a 
separate department. In order to function 
properly the Dental Corps must have definite 
control of appointments and promotions, regu- 
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lation of duties and personnel, control of sup- 
plies and fitness, etc. 

There is every reason for very close co- 
operation between the Dental Corps and the 
Medical Corps in the Navy. The Dental 
Corps should be a separate department, just 
as medicine is a separate department, both to 
be in the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery 
and under the supervision of the Surgeon 
General. There is certainly no objection to 
such a relationship on the part of Dentistry, 
and there is every reason for it, in order to 
bring about better relations between the Den- 
tal and Medical Departments and to promote 
efficiency in the Dental Department. 

A bill (H. R. 4216) has been introduced in 
Congress by Congressman Rivers of South 
Carolina, entitled “To provide more efficient 
dental: care for the personnel of the United 
States Navy.” The Bureau of Personnel of 
the Navy Department and the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery will oppose this bill. 
They will offer the excuse that it will not 
work to the best interests of the department 
and they will claim that Dentistry is really a 
part of Medicine. 

In civil life, there is a fine spirit of co- 
operation between Medicine and Dentistry 
through a perfect understanding regarding 
the limits of their respective fields of prac- 
tice. Generally speaking, dentists do not be- 
long to any medical society or any subdivision 
thereof except as associate members, nor do 
physicians belong to dental organizations. 

Dentistry is not anxious to get into the 
medical fold and medicine does not want us. 
Dentistry has always had its own dental 
schools as well as its own faculties and deans. 
Dentistry has its own state boards and spe- 
cific laws in each particular state of the union; 
its own state licensing examinations, and a 
separate license to practice dentistry. There 
is no thought of dentistry being a part of 
medicine anywhere. In the governmental 
services, members of the medical group, when 
they are given power, feel that they are in an 
exalted position whereby they should control 
everybody and everything, and then, for their 
own interests and without regard to the dental 
profession, they contend that dentistry is a 
part of medicine. 

For the sake of argument, if dentistry is a 
part of medicine, dentists should be given all 
the privileges of a specialty of the medical 
profession, and its members should be allowed 


to serve as heads of departments, etc. They 
should be allowed to belong to the same or- 
ganizations and they should have the same 
authority to command and to direct and the 
same opportunities as the medical officer. The 
dental officer does not have these privileges. 

On December 17, 1942, Congress granted 
to the commanding officer of the Dental 
Corps the status of rear admiral, which they 
had been seeking for fifteen years. The Medi- 
cal Department and the Bureau of Personnel 
appeared in both Houses of Congress to op- 
pose this bill, stating that it would not be to 
the best interest of the department. The op- 
position was based on the assumption that 
if a rear admiral were appointed in the 
Dental Corps, he would go into the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery and would then be 
acting in that department as a rear admiral, 
whereas the Assistant Surgeon General for 
Medicine had the rank of captain. The Medi- 
cal Department objected to such status for 
the dental corps, but they forgot the fact that 
there were two rear admirals who were physi- 
cians in that same department. It is signifi- 
cant that there was no objection to the rank 
of rear admiral for medical men, but there 
was strong objection to the same rank for 
dental men. 

Even when the Assistant Surgeon General 
had been given the rank of rear admiral, the 
Medical Department still contended that his 
appointment would be only temporary, lasting 
until the end of the war, and the Medical 
Department continued their former objections 
to the creation of the rank of rear admiral in 
the Dental Corps. They had no valid reason 
to oppose this bill. 

After hearing the facts in the matter, Con- 
gress decided against the department and 
granted this status to the commanding officer 
of’ the Dental Corps and gave it with the 
understanding that one of the rear admirals 
appointed would go to the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery, where he belonged, and 
head a dental department. The Medical De- 
partment, however, thought otherwise, and 
after Captain Lyle’s appointment to the rank 
of rear admiral, they sent him to an incon- 
spicuous position. It was only after continued 
pressure from the American Dental Associa- 
tion that he was made Inspector, but he still 
is not in the Surgeon General’s Office, and 
the Medical Department does not want him 
in the Surgeon General’s Office, as they feel 
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that this will interfere with their control of 
Dentistry. Furthermore, the Medical Depart- 
ment, with a corps only slightly more than 
twice as large as the Dental Corps, has nine- 
teen rear admirals, while the Dental Corps 
has but two, and one of these was not ap- 
pointed, being Rear Admiral Mack, who was 
called to active duty from retirement. At the 
time of his retirement, he was made a rear 
admiral in recognition of his heroic service 
during the first World War, which enabled 
him to retire at his next higher rank. 

Picture a dental corps of 5,000 officers, 
which is more than the total strength of the 
Dental and Medical Corps of the Navy in 
1939. Even with that small strength in 1939, 
the Medical Department had four medical 
rear admirals, It is inconceivable that a den- 
tal corps of 5,000 officers should not have 
control of its own affairs with the exception 
of being under the direction of the Surgeon 
General. 

There is a definite discrimination against 
the Dental Corps as regards even partial 
autonomy. The present proposed legislation 
is primarily in the interest of efficiency for 
the Dental Corps, but will also act to estab- 
lish better cooperation with the Medical De- 
partment and a better relationship of all 
concerned. 


ARGUMENT.—During the hearing, the 
Committee on Legislation defined the 
primary and secondary objectives of the 
bill in the following manner: 

Primary objectives: 1. Direct approach for 
senior dental officers to commanding officers 
of ships, stations and hospitals. 2. The right 
of senior dental officers to exercise full con- 
trol of the dental activity. 3. The control of 
dental personnel by senior dental officers. 

Secondary objectives: Dental control in the 
Bureau of Medicine and Surgery headed by a 
rear admiral of the Dental Corps through 
whom dental matters pass from field to Sur- 
geon General. 

The Committee on Legislation also 
presented a brief defining the position 
of the dental profession in regard to the 
bill. A summary of these arguments 
follows : 

When the Navy Dental Corps was created 
by Act of Congress in 1912, there were only 
thirty dentists in the Corps. For this reason 
and because there were so few officers indoc- 
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trinated in Navy routine, it was thought ad- 
visable by Congress to provide that “the Navy 
Dental Corps shall be a part of the Medical 
Department.” Because of this provision, 
commanding officers or other agencies may 
not regard the Dental Departments (so- 
called) on ships or stations as separate de- 
partments, although they frequently speak of 
them as such and regard them as such so far 
as possible. 

In spite of the fact that the Dental Corps 
now has on active duty more than 5,000 
dental officers, it is still under the control of 
medical officers to such an extent that the 
present Dental Corps cannot make a deci- 
sion or represent the Dental Service pro- 
fessionally or administratively directly to a 
commanding officer; nor has it any control 
over its own supplies, equipment or personnel. 
In fact, in some instances, medical officers 
have even gone so far as to issue orders re- 
quiring medical supervision in the practice of 
the dental profession. 

Medical officers have interfered with the 
Dental Corps, their assistants, their supplies 
and equipment; have issued directives deal- 
ing with dental matters without consultation 
with the dental officers involved, and have 
ignored and refused the suggestions and ad- 
vice of the officers of the Dental Corps; all 
with the result that the efficiency of the 
Dental Corps has been greatly impaired. The 
proper method to correct this condition is to 
create a separate dental department under the 
Surgeon General and cooperating with the 
Medical Department so that there is estab- 
lished a relationship similar to that existing 
in civilian practice. 

The objections to the enactment of this 
bill as set forth by the Navy Department 
contains many misstatements of fact and its 
conclusions are illogical and unreasonable. 
The objections are answered in detail in the 
comment herewith. Further, a dental depart- 
ment within the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery would in no way impede or change, 
to any appreciable extent, the present or- 
ganization and purpose of the Bureau of 
Medicine and Surgery. It would, however, 
guarantee a more efficient administration and 
understanding of dental problems by placing 
the responsibility in the hands of those most 
competent to assume it. 

The claim is made by the Medical Depart- 
ment of the Navy that dentistry is a part of 
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medical practice. Dentistry is a definite part 
of health service, but not medical service. If 
the statement is accepted that dentistry is a 
part of medicine, it would be equally true 
that a dental officer should have all of the 
rights and privileges of a medical officer, 
which the dentist does not want, but the 
dental officer does not have these privileges. 
In the Navy, a dental officer can never become 
the head of the Medical Department of a 
ship or station, although he is a part of that 
Medical Department. Dentistry has always 
had its own predental training, its own den- 
tal schools, separate and distinct from those 
of medicine, its own state boards, and state 
laws, and its own private and individual 
practices; although there has been a very 
fine spirit of cooperation with medicine in 
all civil practices. 

There is no difference between predental 
and premedical education today. Both the 
Army and the Navy in the A.S.T.P. and V-12 
programs require the identical preprofessional 
training for students contemplating the study 
of medicine and those planning to study 
dentistry. The medical and dental training 
in professional schools covers exactly the same 
number of hours and years. The dental stu- 
dent is trained in the same basic science 
courses as is the medical student; namely, 
anatomy, histology, physiology, pathology, bac- 
teriology, etc. On graduation from profes- 
sional schools, some states require that a 
medical graduate pursue a one-year course of 
internship. The state laws in the majority 
of states do not require this. Dental intern- 
ship is recognized, but only required in one 
state for licensure; namely, the state of Dela- 
ware. There are approximately 300 hospitals 
in the United States which give a dental in- 
ternship of one year to the recent graduate. 

In a department where any one person is 
invested with authority, the claim is then 
made that dentistry is a part of medicine, 
which cannot be substantiated by any facts 
anywhere. 

On December 17, 1942, Congress granted 
to the commanding officer of the Dental Corps 
the status of rear admiral. Representatives of 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery and of 
the Bureau of Personnel appeared in both 
Houses of Congress to oppose the bill, stating 
that it would not be to the best interest of 
the department. The opposition was based on 
the assumption that if a rear admiral were 


appointed in the Dental Corps, he would go 
into the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, as 
head of the dental activity in that bureau. 
After hearing the facts in the matter, Con- 
gress decided against the Navy Department 
and gave this status to the commanding officer 
of the Dental Corps, but the Bureau of Med- 
icine and Surgery did not carry out the in- 
tention of Congress. , 

The Dental Corps is not seeking complete 
separation from the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery, but does wish to have thé right to 
administer purely dental affairs. This is the 
same plan that has been adopted in the Brit- 
ish Navy and has proved highly successful. 
It is not the complete separation that has 
been effected in the Armed Forces of Can- 
ada. Dentistry is asking for the same free- 
dom from outside control that Medicine 
demands and insists upon for itself. This leg- 
islation is requested because the dental pro- 
fession believes that it will be to the advantage 
of all concerned. 

This bill will bring about a better relation- 
ship and cooperation and will establish a more 
efficient dental service. It is in the interest 
of the Medical Deportment, the Dental De- 
partment and the entire personnel of the 
Navy. 


COUNTER ARGUMENT.—The Navy De- 
partment presented an array of high offi- 
cials who testified against the bill. The 
view of the department can be sum- 
marized in the following letter written 
by the Secretary of the Navy to Rep. 
Carl Vinson, Georgia, chairman of the 
House Naval Affairs Committee : 

1. The bill (H. R. 4216) to provide more 
efficient dental care for the personnel of the 
United States Navy was referred by your com- 
mittee to the Navy Department with request 
for report thereon. 

2. The purpose of the bill is to direct the 
Secretary of the Navy to establish a dental 
department of the Navy which, while func- 
tioning under the Surgeon General, would be 
separate, as to both personnel and materiel 
matters, from the Medical Department and 
would be headed by a director of dentistry, 
appointed by the President from dental officers 
on active duty, and who while so serving 
would have the rank of rear admiral. 

3. It is the opinion of the Navy Department 
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that enactment of the bill would result in no 
improvement of the service of the Dental 
Corps to the Navy. The Dental Corps should 
be an integral part of the health organization 
of the Navy and as such should function as 
a division of the Medical Department. To 
establish the Dental Corps as a separate de- 
partment would call for a complete duplica- 
tion of the materiel organization and would 
require building up a separate section of the 
Hospital Corps whose members would operate 
in a very narrow and limited field. The Den- 
tal Corps is functioning efficiently as an ad- 
junct of the Medical Department and it is 
felt that nothing is to be gained by changing 
its relationship at this time. 

4. Dentistry is much more than a mechan- 
ical process, and a good dental officer should 
know more than just how to repair a dental 
defect. He should have a very thorough un- 
derstanding of body metabolism, physiology 
and pathology; otherwise, he will overlook 
many conditions that are caused by disease 
processes in other parts of the body. It would 
be just as logical to set up separate depart- 
ments of the Navy for brain surgeons or 
plastic surgeons for they also compose highly 
specialized sections of the medical profession. 

5. If dentistry is to continue to be a part 
of the health organization of the Navy, it 
must continue to function in the naval hos- 
pitals. When so functioning, dental officers 
should be under the cognizance of the med- 
ical officer in command, as are all other offi- 
cers engaged in their specialties. 

6. The enactment of the bill would affect 
seriously the situation of dental officers serving 
aboard ship. Dental officers at present form 
an integral part of the medical department 
of a ship and a part of its battle organiza- 
tion. To separate the dental officer from the 
medical organization would place him in a 
unique position and would greatly limit his 
usefulness. 

7. It has been the policy of the Navy De- 
partment to add to the professional qualifica- 
tions of dental officers by giving them post- 
graduate instruction in plastic surgery of the 
face, advanced instruction in pathology and 
postgraduate study in all forms of anesthesia 
and advanced first aid. This has contributed 
to the usefulness of dental officers in battle 
organization. 

8. Dental officers now have the same op- 
portunities for advancement and promotion 


as other staff corps officers, except that the 
number authorized to hold flag rank is more 
limited. It is considered that flag ranks for 
staff corps officers are justified only when flag 
billets are available. If a number of flag 
officers are performing duties that junior of- 
ficers could perform, harm is done to the or- 
ganization and justifiable criticism can be ex- 
pected. 

g. At the present time, the only rear ad- 
miral of the Dental Corps on active duty is 
assigned to duty as inspector of dental activi- 
ties and is responsible to the Surgeon General 
of the Navy. He supervises and inspects the 
reports and activities of district dental offi- 
cers, thereby keeping the Chief of the Bureau 
of Medicine and Surgery advised at all times 
as to the needs of the Dental Corps. 

10. In all military organizations, there must 
be responsible heads of divisions and sections. 
This principle has been adhered to in the 
Medical Department organization and medical 
officers, dental officers, officers and enlisted 
men of the Hospital Corps, and members of 
the Nurse Corps function as an integrated 
military and professional unit under the di- 
rection of the medical officers in command, or 
senior medical officer. This organization has 
functioned well in the past and is satisfactorily 
meeting the needs of the Navy during the 
war emergency. 

In view of the above, the Navy Depart- 
ment recommends against enactment of the 
bill H. R. 4216. 

The Navy Department has been advised by 
the Bureau of the Budget that there would 
be no objection to the submission of this rec- 
ommendation. 


This letter was met by the rebuttal of 
the Committee on Legislation, which 
issued an analysis of the arguments ad- 
vanced in terms of conditions as they 
exist in the Naval Dental Corps. 


voTE.—Before passing the bill, the 
House Committee on Naval Affairs re- 
jected another bill prepared by the Sur- 
geon General’s Office. 

The following list indicates how mem- 
bers of the House Committee voted on 


the bill: 


Voting No: Carl Vinson, Georgia, chair- 
man, and George J. Bates, Massachusetts. 
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Voting Yes: John E. Fogerty, Rhode Island, 
Winder R. Harris, Virginia, F. Edward He- 
bert, Louisiana, James J. Heffernan, New 
York, James V. Heidinger, Illinois, Edward 
V. Izac, California, Warren G. Magnuson, 
Washington, John D. McWillams, Connecti- 
cut, Cameron Morrison, North Carolina, 
Emory H. Price, Florida, L. Mendel Rivers, 
South Carolina, Beverley M. Vincent, Ken- 
tucky, Michael J. Bradley, Pennsylvania, Wil- 
liam E. Hess, Ohio, W. Sterling Cole, New 
York, James Wolfenden, Pennsylvania, Wil- 
liam W. Blackney, Michigan, Lyndon B. 
Johnson, Texas, Robert A. Grant, Indiana, 
Margaret Chase Smith, Maine, William A. 
Rowan, Illinois, Patrick W. Drewry, Virginia, 
and Melvin J. Maas, Minnesota. 


SENATE.—The bill will now go to the 
Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, 
where the following members will vote 
on it: 

David I. Walsh, Massachusetts, chairman, 


Millard E. Tydings, Maryland, Ellison D. 
Smith, South Carolina, Richard B. Russell, 
Georgia, Homer T. Bone, Washington, Harry 
Flood Byrd, Virginia, Peter G. Gerry, Rhode 
Island, Charles O. Andrews, Florida, Guy M. 
Gillette, Iowa, Scott W. Lucas, Illinois, 
Arthur Walsh, New Jersey, James J. Davis, 
Pennsylvania, Hiram W. Johnson, California, 
Alexander Wiley, Wisconsin, Charles W. To- 
bey, New Hampshire, Raymond E. Willis, In- 
diana, C. Wayland Brooks, Illinois. 

Sterling V. Mead, chairman of the 
Committee on Legislation, in connection 
with the hearings before the Senate 
committee has said: “Each member of 
this committee should receive definite in- 
formation that all of the dentists of his 
state are solidly behind this bill and 
want his support. In this way, the den- 
tal profession will be discharging its ob- 
ligation ‘to provide more efficient dental 
care for the personnel of the United 
States Navy.’ ” 


WAR SERVICE COMMITTEE 


QUESTIONNAIRE FOR ALL DENTAL OrFicers IN ARMED 
Forces ApproveD BY WaR SERVICE COMMITTEE 


Current dental problems were the sub- 
ject of discussion at a recent meeting of 
the War Service Committee, held June 
22 in Washington, D. C. In addition to 
the members of the committee, the fol- 
lowing were present: C. Raymond 
Wells, president of the American Dental 
Association, George A. Coleman, chair- 
man of the American Red Cross Com- 
mittee, J. Ben Robinson, chairman of the 
Committee on Dental Education of the 
Procurement and Assignment Service, 
Douglas B. Parker, and various officials 
of the Army, Navy and Red Cross. 
C. Willard Camalier, chairman of the 
War Service Committee, reported action 
by the committee on the following mat- 
ters. 


OFFICERS’ QUESTIONNAIRE.—The War 
Service Committee approved the dis- 
tribution of a questionnaire to all dental 
officers in the armed forces. The ques- 
tionnaire will embody questions on edu- 
cation, practice and licensure, industrial 
dentistry and economics in order to as- 
certain the desires and plans of dental 
officers for the postwar period. The 
executive committee was instructed to 
confer with other groups of the Associa- 
tion in the preparation of this material. 
The committee, on the basis of returned 
questionnaires and material already in its 
possession, will continue its planning for 
the postwar period so that all possible 
assistance may be rendered by the Asso- 
ciation to returning dental officers. 
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ASTP STUDENTS.—The recent discharge 
of 250 dental graduates who had been 
trained under the Army Specialized 
Training Program was thoroughly dis- 
cussed by the committee. Strong recom- 
mendations were made to the War De- 
partment officials present at the meeting 
that a similar policy be avoided for fu- 
ture classes. The committee further rec- 
ommended that, in the future, if there 
is a surplus of dental officers in the 
Army, some program should be devel- 
oped whereby older men should be dis- 
charged on application in sufficient num- 
bers to permit the use of the young grad- 
uates. The committee received assurance 
that these problems were under careful 
consideration by the War Department 
and that a solution was being planned. 


REHABILITATION.—The committee will 
consider seeking active membership in 
the National Council of Rehabilitation 
and, if that is found to be desirable, will 
submit a suitable recommendation to the 
House of Delegates. The committee will 
also seek the inclusion of dentistry as a 
part of the rehabilitation program of 
that organization. 

The recently approved “G.I. bill,” 
with particular reference to its provisions 
for rehabilitation, was also discussed by 
the committee, which recommended that 
the Committee on Legislation seek the 
removal of the age limit of 25 years for 
veterans eligible to benefits under the 
bill. 


STUDENTS.—The inclusion of provisions 
for the deferment of 4,000 dental stu- 
dents annually under the Selective Serv- 
ice Act was recommended by the com- 
mittee in connection with a pending bill 
to defer 6,000 medical students. (See 
page 1021.) 


EDUCATION.—At the request of the Com- 
mittee on Legislation, the committee 
considered a pending bill which author- 
izes ‘‘a study of the effect upon colleges 
and universities throughout the United 
States of (1) reduction in enrollment 
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and in facilities as a result of service by 
students and faculty members in the 
armed forces of the United States or in 
other war activities, and (2) the recent 
curtailment and prospective further cur- 
tailment of Army and Navy Training 
programs in such colleges and universi- 
ties; with a view to determining means 
by which such effects may be alleviated.” 
The committee felt that the bill (H. Res. 
592) was meritorious and recommended 
its support by the Association to the 
Committee on Legislation. 


RED CROSS.—The committee reached an 
understanding with members of the 
American National Red Cross to supple- 
ment the agreement of 1938 through 
which members of the dental profession 
serve on disaster committees. The de- 
tails of the proposal will be submitted 
to the House of Delegates in October. 


MEMORIAL.—The committee instructed 
its executive committee to prepare a 
resolution for presentation to the House 
of Delegates on the erection of a, suitable 
memorial to dentists who die in the serv- 
ice of the armed forces during the pres- 
ent war. 


HIsTORY.—The War Service Committee 
endorsed the publication of a special 
volume on dentistry which would out- 
line the activities of the dental profes- 
sion during the war. C. Raymond Wells, 
editor-in-chief, pro tem., William N. 
Hodgkin and W. Harry Archer, associate 
editors, were offered the assistance of 
the committee in this work. 


ASTP GrapbvuatTEs TO FILL 
EssENTIAL WAR POSITIONS 


The War Service Committee of the 
American Dental Association has issued, 
through C. Willard Camalier, the fol- 
lowing statement on the status of the 
graduates of the Army Specialized 
Training Program who were recently 
given honorable discharges : 
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In view of the confusion that still centers 
about the recent discharge of approximately 
250 dental graduates trained under the Army 
Specialized Training Program, the War Serv- 
ice Committee calls the attention of the pro- 
fession to its statement and to the statement 
of Maj. Gen. Robert H. Mills, Chief of the 
Army Dental Corps, in the last issue of the 


The committee wishes to emphasize again 
that these young graduates are not supposed 
to engage in the civilian practice of den- 
tistry at this time and that their status will 
be carefully scrutinized and passed upon by 
the Procurement and Assignment Service. 


MAIL ORDER 
INDICTMENT 


U. S. Granp Jury Inpicts 
Marit Orper Denture Firm 


Voyle C. Johnson, former assistant 
state’s attorney, his wife, Margaret, and 
Mary E. Layton were indicted May 19 
by a federal grand jury in Chicago to test 
the validity of the mail order denture 
law. The indictment charges them with 
mailing dentures made from impressions 
taken by the persons themselves without 
the aid of a licensed dentist. The three 
persons indicted do business under the 
name of the United States Dental Com- 
pany. Nathan M. Cohen, Assistant 
United States Attorney, said the com- 
pany is one of the largest dental con- 
cerns in the country and does a half 
million dollar mail order business a year. 


This case will undoubtedly test the 
validity of the Traynor Act, passed by 
Congress in 1942. A previous test case 
was decided on a technicality and has 
been appealed to the U. S. Supreme 
Court. 


*J.A.D.A., 30:981, June 15, 1944. 


ASSOCIATION AFFAIRS 


Signal Corps Photo. 
Capt. C. Raymond Wells addressing the 
denial officers at Fort Dix, N. J. 


TWELVE DENTAL SOCIETIES APPROVE 
Pian oF THERAPEUTICS COUNCIL 


Twelve state and district dental so- 
cieties have adopted resolutions govern- 
ing their policies toward the advertising 
and exhibition of dental products in ac- 
cordance with a plan projected by the 
Council on Dental Therapeutics of the 
American Dental Association to secure a 
uniform nationwide acceptance of its 
principles. The resolutions state that 
“products coming within the scope of the 
Council on Dental Therapeutics of the 
American Dental Association must be 
acceptable to the Council to be exhib- 
ited at (society) meetings or advertised 
in (official) publications.” 
SOCIETIES.—The twelve societies that 
have already adopted this policy are: 
Minnesota State Dental Association, 
Chicago Dental Society, Tennessee State 
Dental Association, Kansas State Dental 
Association, Illinois State Dental Society, 
Iowa State Dental Association, Michigan 
State Dental Society, District of Colum- 
bia Dental Society, Missouri State Dental 
Association, Detroit District Dental So- 
ciety, New Hampshire Dental Society 
and the Pennsylvania Dental Society. 
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The Virginia State Dental Association, 
the California State Dental Association 
and the New Jersey State Dental So- 
ciety have agreed not to accept the 
advertising of unaccepted products in 
their official journals, while the Nevada 
State Dental Association and the Missis- 
sippi Dental Association extend exhibit 
facilities only to products accepted by 
the Council. 


SpeciaL ComMMITTEE REQUESTS 
AppLicaTions By Aucust 15 


The Special Committee of the Board 
of Trustees, appointed to canvass the 
field for prospective candidatgs for the 
office of General Secretary of the Amer- 
ican Dental Association, calls attention 
to the fact that August: 15 is the dead- 
line for receiving applications for this 
position. Details of the requirements and 
qualifications will be found in the May 
15 issue* of the JouRNAL. 

All applications, inquiries and sugges- 
tions should be sent to the chairman of 
the committee, C. J. Wright, 702 Amer- 
ican State Bank Bldg., Lansing 68, 
Mich., before August 15. 


S. S. Co. ACKNOWLEDGES 
GREETINGS ON 100TH ANNIVERSARY 


C. Raymond Wells, President of the 
American Dental Association, has re- 
ceived the following letter from Fred E. 
Steen, president of the S. S. White Den- 
tal Manufacturing Company, in ac- 
knowledgment of greetings on the occa- 
sion of the one hundredth anniversary 
of the founding of the pioneer dental 
concern : 

I want to thank you and through you the 
members of the American Dental Association 
for the good w‘:'-- expressed in your letter 
of April 11 on me Hundredth Anniver- 
sary of Our Com, 

It is our hope that we many continue to 
maintain the high ideals of the founder .of 
our company, Dr. Samuel Stockton White, 
and merit the high regard of dentistry 
throughout the world. 


*J.A.D.A., 31:729, May 15, 1944. 


DENTAL SUPPLIES 


Recent Ruwincs on DENTAL 
SUPPLIES AND EQUIPMENT 


The War Production Board and the 
Office of Price Administration have re- 
cently issued the following rulings on 
dental supplies and equipment: 


TOOTHBRUSHES.—The War Production 
Board states: “There has been no 
change in the situation with reference to 
(bristles for toothbrushes). The longer 
bristles, which when cut make the better 
grades of toothbrushes, are not available, 
all being required for paint brushes. 
Certain small quantities of the shorter 
lengths of bristles may possibly become 
available, but these when made into 
brushes will not be of the type required 
for professional treatment. .. . Should 
conditions arise giving us a better raw 
materials situation, it will be our object 
to meet the requirements (of the dental 
profession) .” 


CHROME BURS.—Manufacturers, whole- 
salers and retailers of dental equipment 
were reminded by the Office of Price 
Administration, June 22, that the new 
type of dental bur with a chrome finish 
must determine the ceiling prices for the 
new article under general maximum 
price regulations. 


HYPODERMIC NEEDLES.—The War Pro- 
duction Board has restored some of the 
gauges and lengths eliminated last year 
when the manufacture of certain types 
of hypodermic needles was restricted by 
the board as a conservation measure. 
The new ruling provides for a total of 
three gauges and four lengths for the six 
types of needles covered. This compares 
with one gauge and five lengths for the 
same needles under the emergency rul- 
ing of the Board. 
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ARMY AND NAVY 


Capt. George L. Ingber, Brooklyn, with his 
improvised dental equipment at an English 
bomber base. 


InceNuITyY Provipes DENTAL 
EQuipMeENT AT Ficutinc Front 


American ingenuity came to the fore 
at Eight AAF B 24 Liberator Base when 
a dental chair and other denfal equip- 
ment were urgently needed. Old and 
discarded airplane parts were pressed 
into service. Immediately upon his ar- 
rival at the new. station, Capt. George 
L. Ingber, Brooklyn, N. Y., started to 
assemble the various parts. An unused 
pilot’s seat with many modifications be- 
came a comfortable dental chair. The 
water bowl was adapted from a propel- 
ler spinner and hydraulic tubing sup- 
plied the running water. A sheet of 
metal aluminum sufficed for the bracket 
table. The footrest and the instrument 
cabinet were made from bomb crates. 
The result was an-office with almost all 
of the modern conveniences. 


PERSONNEL CHANGES IN 
Army Dentat Corps 


Several personnel changes have re- 
cently been made in the Dental Divi- 
sion, Office of the Surgeon General of 
the Army. Capt. Samuel P. Adams, who 
has been on duty in the Dental Division, 
has assumed his new assignment at 
Nichols General Hospital, Louisville, 
Ky. The incoming officer in the Divi- 
sion is Capt. Perry W. Bascom, whose 
permanent station was Fitzsimmons 
General Hospital at Denver, but who 
has been attending the Medical Field 
Service School at Carlisle Barracks, Pa. 
Captain Bascom has been assigned to 
the Policies Branch of the Dental Divi- 
sion. 

In the Dental Corps of the regular 
Army, Lieut. Cols. William E. Sankey, 
Herman J. Lambert, James B. Mockbee 
and Page P. A. Chesser, all temporary 
colonels, have been promoted to the 
grade of colonel. Maj. James H. Pence, 
temporary colonel, has been promoted to 
the grade of lieutenant colonel. Capt. 
H. Beecher Dierdorff, temporary lieu- 
tenant colonel, has been promoted to 
the grade of major. Lieut. S. Kingdon 
Avery, a temporary captain, has been 
promoted to the grade of captain. 


BRONZE STAR AND CITATION 
AWARDED Navy LIEUTENANT 


The Bronze Star Metal from Adm. 
W. F. Halsey and a citation for valor 
from Maj. Allen H. Turnage, comman- 
der of the Third Marine Division, have 
been awarded Lieut. Herbert A. Smith, 
of the Naval Dental Corps. Lieutenant 
Smith, who is a graduate of Atlanta- 
Southern Dental College, landed at 
Cape Torokina on Bougainville with a 
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Marine rifle battalion. With half of the 
men, he was cut off from the main Ma- 
rine body by strongly organized Japa- 
nese forces. Lieutenant Smith set up a 
first-aid station and worked until his 
supplies were gone. He then took his 
rifle and slipped through the enemy lines 
to secure assistance and fresh supplies. 
His success in this hazardous venture is 
attested in the citation which reads: 
“His professional courage, skillful lead- 
ership and unselfish devotion to duty 
were in keeping with the highest tradi- 
tion of the United States Naval Serv- 
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LEGISLATION 


IntRopuUcE BILL To DEFER 
Four THOUSAND DENTAL STUDENTS 


A bill (H.R.5027) to defer 6,000 med- 

ical students under the Selective Service 
and Training Act, introduced by Repre- 
sentative Louis E. Miller, Missouri, in 
June has been amended to include 4,000 
dental students. After representations by 
the War Service Committee and the 
Committee on Legislation of the Ameri- 
can Dental Association that such defer- 
ment of dental students was essential, 
Representative Miller introduced a new 
bill (H.R. 5128), June 23, incorporating 
such a provision. The text of the bill, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, follows : 
BILL.—To provide for the deferment in each 
calendar year under the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940 of not less than six 
thousand medical students and not less than 
four thousand dental students. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Congress assembled, that section 5 of 
the Selective Service and Training Act of 
1940, as amended, is amended by inserting 
at the end thereof a new subsection reading 
as follows: 

“(n) There shall be deferred from training 
and service under this act in the land and 
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naval forces of the United States, as necessary 
to the maintenance of the national health, 
safety, and interest, in each calendar year not 
less than six thousand medical students and 
not less than four thousand dental students. 
As used in this subsection, the term ‘medical 
or dental student’ means (1) a person who is 
enrolled in, and who is pursuing a course of 
instruction prescribed for the degree of doc- 
tor of medicine at an accredited medical col- 
lege; and a person who is enrolled in, and who 
is pursuing a course of instruction prescribed 
for the degree of doctor of dentistry at an 
accredited dental college; or (2) a person who 
is pursuing a regular course of instruction at 
an accredited college or university (satisfac- 
tory completion of which will make such per- 
son eligible for enrollment in an accredited 
medical or dental college) with the bona 
fide intention of entering an accredited med- ‘ 
ical or dental college and pursuing and com- 
pleting the course of instruction prescribed 
for the degree of doctor of medicine or for 
the degree of doctor of dentistry.” 


Army ComMAND BILL 
Passes U. S. SENATE , 


The bill granting dental officers the 
right to command was passed by the 
Senate May 25. The bill (S.1809) re- 
moves the limitations on dental officers 
to command only in that corps. The 
House of Representatives is now study- 
ing the bill through its committee on 
military affairs and early passage is ex- 


pected. 


RELOCATION PROGRAM FOR 
Dentists HALTED JuNE 30 


The relocation program for physicians 
and dentists, which had been carried on 
by the U. S. Public Health Service under 
authority granted by Congress last De- 
cember 23, was terminated on June 30, 
according to an announcement by V. M. 
Hoge, Chief, Hospital Facilities Section, 
States Relations Division of the Public 
Health Service. Under this program, 
communities joined with the federal gov- 
ernment in providing relocation funds 
which enabled dentists and physicians 
to move into critical areas. 
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DENTISTS AND DENTAL 
SOCIETIES 


T. L. Maloney, recently appointed adminis- 
trator of the Massachusetts Dental Society. 


MASSACHUSETTS.—The state dental so- 
ciety announces the appointment of Mr. 
L. T. Maloney as administrator, a newly 
created post, to direct postwar planning 
and the public health program. The ad- 
ministrator will also endeavor to in- 
crease the society's membership, assist 
in the publication of educational bulle- 
tins and promote the activities of the 
district dental societies. Mr. Maloney 
comes to his new work from the Office 
of Price Administration, where he was 
active in public relations. 
PENNSYLVANIA.—Abram Cohen, Phila- 
delphia, has succeeded F. H. Hoeffer as 
editor of the Pennsylvania State Dental 
Journal. 

FLORIDA.—The state supreme court has 
upheld the Circuit Court of Dade Coun- 
ty, requiring a dentist who has failed to 
obtain his annual renewal license to 
take another state board examination. 


NEW YORK. 
Columbia University has designated 
Anna V. Hughes, formerly professor of 
dentistry and director of courses for den- 


tal hygienists, as professor emeritus. Dr. @ 


The Board of Trustees of q v 


Hughes retired from active service June _- 


20. She is a former director of the For- 
syth School of Oral Hygiene. 


ILLINOIS.—Charles 


the state division of public health den- 


tistry to succeed Moreland Emerson, 4 


who has joined the Navy. 


F. Deatherage, 4 
Springfield, has been appointed chief of i 


® Carl Asher, Chicago, has received an 


Army citation for outstanding service 


given at his station somewhere in Italy. 
The citation commends Dr. Asher for 
“working under adverse circumstances” 
and “because his constant endeavor and 
splendid cooperation were instrumental 


in establishing an enviable reputation @ fs 


of service to the troops of this corps.” 


PUERTO RICO. 
of the Collegio de Cirujanos Dentistas 
of Puerto Rico have made purchases of 
war bonds during the Fifth War Loan 
Campaign: Pedro A. Morell, Angel S. 
Sifre, Manuel G. Miranda, Francisco G, 
Garcia, Andres Franceschi, J. R. Her- 
nandez Gonzalez, Ramon Miranda Jr., 
Miguel A. Pastrana, S. Z. Cervoni, Luis 
Hereter, Francisco Padilla, Jose Vicente, 
Jose Monserrate Anselmi, Esteban A. De 
Goenaga, Rafael E. Torregrosa, Jaime 
T. Bravo and Francisco Vilella. 


MICHIGAN.—The first Institute of Dental 
Health Economics, sponsored by the 


School of Health, University of Mich- ill 


igan, was held at Ann Arbor June 26 to 
July 1. A group of more than 100 den- 
tists, dental health officers, dental society 
officers and and lay persons were in at- 
tendance. Twenty-six states sent repre- 
sentatives to the Institute, which devel- 
oped “a concrete proposal for a dental 
health program” during the six-day ses- 
sion. 


The following ‘dentists 
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